CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD
SPECIAL MEETING
JUNE 25, 2020

The City of Lake Wales Code Enforcement Board held a special hybrid virtual and in person
meeting on June 25, 2020 at 5:30 p.m. in the City Commission Chamber located in the City

Administration Building.

ATTENDANCE

Code Enforcement Board Members
(Shaded area indicates absence):

pe b o]

Chairman
Ralph Marino

Wilena Dwight Rodney Bruce
Vreeland Wilson Cannon Austell

Albert (Chuck) Galloway, Jr. — City Attorney
Appeared Remotely - Virtually

City Staff: Development Services Department
Brian Nadeau —~ Code Compliance Officer

Jose Lozada— Code Compliance Officer

Fany Lozano — Recording Secretary

Christina Adams — Administrative Assistant
Cheryl Baksh — Administrative Assistant

City Staff: Information Technology Department
Kevin Sunderland — IT Manager

Daniel Gonzalez— IT Technician II

Johnny Ramirez — IT Technician I

1) CALL TO ORDER - Meeting called to order at 5:30 pm

City Attorney Albert C. Galloway read the following statement into the record.

Mr. Galloway stated that this is a partially virtual meeting. It is a hybrid meeting with the
City Attorney appearing remotely as authorized.

Pursuant to Executive Order No. 20-69, issued by the Office of Governor Ron Desantis
on March 20, 2020, extended by Executive Order No. 20-112, and further extended by
Executive Order No. 20-114, municipalities may conduct meetings of their governing
boards without having a quorum of its members present physically or at any specific
location, and utilizing communications media technology such as telephonic or video
conferencing, as provided by Section 120.54(5)(b)2, Florida Statutes.

2) ROLL CALL — A quorum was present. All members present attended in person.



3)

S)

4

6)

6.1

APPROVAL OF MINUTES - Regular Meeting — March 9%, 2020

Ms. Vreeland made a motion to approve the minutes. Mr. Austell seconded the motion.
All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously.

SKIPPED TO ITEM 5

Covid Statement — Ms. Lozano

Ms. Lozano misplaced her sheet with the statement and asked Mr. Galloway to read the
statement for her into the record. Mr. Galloway read the following statement into the
record.

Staff would like for the Board Members to know that although some businesses have
been affected by the Pandemic, The Development Services department which houses the
Building and Permitting Department, The Planning and Zoning Department and the Code
Compliance Division has remained open, and they have continued to accept permits via
email and on an appointment basis even while the building continues to be closed to the
public. Also, the recording office in Bartow has been accepting items for recording via
regular mail. Business for the Development Services Department has not been
interrupted.

BACK TO ITEM 4

CHAIRMAN STATEMENT - Ralph Marino
Mr. Marino stated the following statement.

“I have three statements that I would like to bring before the Board this evening.
1. Ispoke to Kathy Bangley in regard to my being able to cast a vote and Kathy
said that I could do so in the future. I can vote on a motion. I cannot make a
motion. I can discuss on issues. Therefore, I will be voting on issues brought
before this Board.
2. Staff has followed due process, we are here, we are their last resort.
Notification requirements have been met.
3. We want cases to come once to the Board, we don’t want to have cases
coming back unless it is an unusual circumstance.
We currently have five cases pending on the docket for this meeting. If we do not take
action, we will not be a board. We will be replaced by a magistrate and all decisions will
be final. All of these cases have gone through the applicable processes and it is our duty
to comply.”

ADMINISTER OATH/MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS

Board secretary administered the oath to staff only. Respondents will be sworn one by
one.



Mr. Marino stated that there will be change in how motions will be done and stated that
for clarity when a motion is done by the Board the recording secretary will re-state the
motion for the record.

7)  CASES(s) OLD BUSINESS

7.1  Case # 201900532

City of Lake Wales VS Connections Community Church of God

0 Briggs Ave

PID: 27-30-02-903500-002214

Violation(s): 12-36 Property Clearing and Cleaning
12-37 Junk and Trash
12-233.1 Sanitation & Storage Materials
12-233.4 Weeds, Grass and Overgrowth

Property Owner/Respondent was not present to provide testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Brian Nadeau presented the case and its history. He stated that
this case was previously heard at the March 2020 Board meeting. At that time a fine of $150 was
ordered to be paid within 30 days. He stated that he contacted the property owner per the request
of a Board Member and property owner stated that he would correct the violations. He also
notified the Board that the property owner did pay the fine previously ordered. He stated that the
property is still in violation as of today, and that only the open areas are mowed. He stated that:

STAFF REQUESTS THE BOARD:

1) Find that all cited violations were allowed to exist past the date for correction and
2) Find that Proper Notice has been afforded to the Property Owner and,

3) Find that all Procedural requirements have been met.

AND STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:
1) Find that the property owner be charged $45.00 for administration fees.
2) Impose a fine in the amount of § 150.00 (per day), every day the violation exists
effective March 9, 2020, Allow City Contractor to correct all violations, if
property has not been brought into compliance by July 5, 2020.
3) - Authorize an Administrative Lien be placed against the property until such time
as all violations are corrected, and an Affidavit of Compliance is issued by a
representative acting for the city and restitution is made for all fines and costs
incurred by the city to present this case.
Ms. Vreeland made a motion to accept staff recommendations. Ms. Lozano re-stated the
motion on the floor as stated above per staff recommendations. Mr. Austell seconded the motion.
All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously.



7.2 Case #201900533

City of Lake Wales VS Connections Community Church of God

0 Bullard Ave W

PID: 27-30-02-903500-002215

Violation(s): 12-36 Property Clearing and Cleaning
12-37 Junk and Trash
12-233.1 Sanitation & Storage Materials
12-233.4 Weeds, Grass and Overgrowth

Property Owner/Respondent was not present to provide testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Brian Nadeau presented the case and its history. He stated that this
case was previously heard at the March 2020 Board meeting. At that time the Board ordered no
fines on this lot and as with the previous case on the agenda item 7.1 he made contact with the
property owner as requested by a Board member and property owner stated that he would correct
the violations. He stated that property is still in violation as of today, and that only the open
areas are mowed. He stated that:

STAFF REQUESTS THE BOARD:

1) Find that all cited violations were allowed to exist past the date for correction and
2) Find that Proper Notice has been afforded to the Property Owner and,

3) Find that all Procedural requirements have been met.

AND STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:
1) Find that the property owner be charged $45.00 for administration fees.
2) Impose a fine in the amount of $ 150.00 (per day), every day the violation exists
effective March 9, 2020, Allow City Contractor to correct all violations, if
property has not been brought into compliance by July 5, 2020.
3) Authorize an Administrative Lien be placed against the property until such time
as all violations are corrected, and an Affidavit of Compliance is issued by a
representative acting for the city and restitution is made for all fines and costs
incurred by the city to present this case.
Mr. Cannon asked if staff has not heard back from property owner even after contact was
made with Mr. Johnson and he acknowledge receipt of the email to correct the violations? Did
Mr. Johnson reach out even after Mr. Johnson was made aware that just mowing would not
correct the violations? Officer Nadeau responded “No”. Ms. Vreeland made a motion to accept
staff recommendations. Ms. Lozano re-stated the motion on the floor as stated above per staff
recommendations. Mr. Austell seconded the motion. All voted in favor. The motion passed
unanimously.



7.3  Case #201700261
City of Lake Wales VS Dorla J. Trotman
1069 Grove Ave E
PID: 27-30-12-923000-005250
Violation(s) : Multiple Violation(s)

Dorla J. Trotman, Owner/Representative was present and provided testimony.
Dan Frodge, Engineer was present and provided testimony.

Ted Marcelini, Contractor was present and provided testimony.

Ms. Lozano administered the Oath to all persons above who provided testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Jose Lozada presented this case and its history. Officer Lozada
stated that this case was brought to the Board at the March 2020 meeting and that an order was
issued to asses a $150 daily fine if there was no compliance by April 9, 2020. He stated that there
was more work done to the premises even after two stop work orders were issued and no permits
were obtained to permit the work. He stated that Mr. Frodge submitted a letter to the Building
department and the Building Official responded with comments to that letter. He stated that as of
today a permit application has not been received by the Building Department and that the
premises are still in violation. He stated that:

STAFF REQUESTS THE BOARD:

1) Find that all cited violations were allowed to exist past the date for correction and

2) Find that Proper Notice has been afforded to the Property Owner and,

3) Find that all Procedural requirements have been met.

AND STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:

1. Continue the Administrative Lien placed against the property in the amount of
$150.00 per day, as previously ordered.
2. Allow building and Code Compliance departments entry to inspect premises and

assess safety concerns pertaining to the unpermitted work.

Mr. Frodge addressed the Board and stated that this is not as simple as it appears. He
stated that the City of Lake Wales, The Code Enforcment, The Building department seem to be
either ignorant or purposely unaware that this building was not closed in over night. He stated
that the carport was enclosed per code and permitted, and that the problem is that the City of
Lake Wales cannot locate the permit. He admitted that the kitchen should not have been added,
but the kitchen has been removed. Officer Lozada stated that we are not denying that this is an
enclosed porch, he stated that the issue is that the enclosed porch has been turned into an
efficiency apartment. Mr. Frodge stated that Ms. Trottman was trying to help her son and he
stated that he submitted a set of plans to the City of Lake Wales for permitting. Mr. Frodge stated
that he is waiting for the Building Official Comments and has not heard back. Officer Jose
Lozada stated that the Building Official responded that a contractor needed to submit a permit
application. Mr. Frodge addressed the contractor Mr. Marcelini and asked him if he had
submitted a permit application. Mr. Marcelini stated that he has submitted a permit application
and that he has email exchanges between him and Irene. Mr. Marcelini asked several times
where is Mike Tripp, why is he not here to speak on behalf of the Building Department.
Mr.Marcelini stated that he has not received comments from the Building Official as well.
Officer Lozada stated again that there are no permit applications in the system. Mr. Marino
expressed his frustration about the Stop Work Order being violated. Mr. Frodge asked the Board
for a little compassion as the property owner has a handicapped son and they were trying to put



him in a safe place. Ms. Vreeland expressed that to come in here and call them ignorant is rather
rude and that Mr. Frodge did not even acknowledge her as he only said “Gentlemen”. Mr.
Frodge apologized and petitioned the Board to reconsider the accumulating fine. Officer Nadeau
reminded the Board of the age of this case as it started back in 2017. Officer Nadeau stated that
the issue is all the work that was done without permits even after stop work orders were issued
and that there are zoning issues and electrical issues present as is it an illegal structure. Mr.
Marcelini spoke about a 2019 permit that he obtained information on via an archive. Officer
Lozada stated that the 2019 permit was a permit that was issued and then revoked as it was
fraudulently obtained by Ms. Trottman. She attempted to obtain the permit as an owner builder
and she was leasing the premises. Ms. Trottman stated that the application was never turned into
a permit. Ms. Trottman provided testimony that there were squatters on the premises. Mr.
Marcelini stated that he has followed proper protocol and that the Building Department has not
responded. Mr. Cannon asked if the shower and stall were installed since the last meeting?
Officer Lozada stated that additional work has been done after our last meeting. Mr. Frodge
asked if Mike Tripp can be contacted as to why there has been no response from the building
department. Ms. Trottman stated that it was a partial kitchen as she previously had a daycare at
the premises. Mr. Marino asked if the Code Compliance Division has been granted access to
check the premises for compliance. Mr. Marcelini stated that access has been granted and that he
has submitted all required documents and he is just waiting on comments. Ms. Lozano reminded
the Board members that they have already issued an order on this case and that the only reason
this case if before them is because it was requested for it to be brought back for a follow up. Mr.
Cannon made a motion to pause the current fine as of today from accruing pending permits being
applied or denied, if plans are denied fine can be picked back up, but nothing else would accrue
until this makes its way through the process. Mr. Austell seconded the Motion. Ms. Lozano re-
stated the motion on the floor. There was opposing votes. Mr. Galloway asked if there was a
deadline and Mr. Cannon responded that would be at the speed of the building department. Mr.
Lozada stated for the record that as of today there have been no permits applied for. Mr. Marino
stated that City Hall has been in operation and that everyone has been working and that
processing of that permit should have been happening this whole time. Because of the previous
opposed votes a roll call was requested by Staff. The voting on Mr. Cannon’s motion is as
follows:

1% Cannon — Yes

2" Austell - Yes

Wilson — No

Vreeland — No

Marino — No

Motion Failed 3 nay to 2 yay

Mr. Frodge asked the Board if they were going to continue to assess fines, and stated that
this was very unfair and he walked out of the Chambers. Mr. Marcelini asked what the normal
protocol is when a permit application is submitted. Mr. Wilson stated that this is not a Building
Department issue, he stated this is a Code Enforcement issue and that Mr. Marcelini’s issue is
not under the Board’s jurisdiction and they are not supervisors of staff, and that Ms. Trottman is
a Code Enforcement Board issue and not a building inspection in terms of the work being done.
Mr. Wilson also stated that even through COVID extensions were granted when this case was
previously heard. Ms. Trottman stated that she did not understand as she thought all she needed
was an electrician and a plumber, but when the electrician and the plumber contacted the



building department they were told she need to hire a contractor and that is why she hired Mr.
Marcelini. Ms. Vreeland asked staff if there was a way that we can help her, provide guidance?
Officer Nadeau responded that the fines will continue to accrue and that although we do not like
to mention it at the hearing because people end up not doing anything she can come back to the
board and address the fines later. Mr. Cannon asked what has to happen to bring the property
into compliance? He stated that permits need to be applied for and that there is nothing that can
be done until permits are applied for or demolition. He expressed that we have wasted 20
minutes of our time to be back at that nothing can be done. He asked if action needs to be taken?
Ms. Lozano stated that if for the record, today’s staff recommendations would be accepted, as the
only difference between the previous order and this order is granting access to the Code
Compliance Division to inspect the premises. Mr. Galloway made an appoint to the Board
members that the Board does not have the authority to grant access, the property owner has to
allow access. Ms. Vreeland made a motion that the previous order stands as is. Mr. Marino
seconded the motion. All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously.

Witness Mr. Dan Frodge left the chambers before the motion was acted upon.

Ms. Lozano stated for the record that Mr. Wilson is in attendance.

74  Case #201700395
City of Lake Wales VS Blue Goose Inc.
137 Sessoms Ave E
PID: 27-30-02-909660-006010
Violation(s) : Multiple Violations

Gary Estes, Owner/Representative was present and provided testimony.
Ms. Lozano administered the Oath to all persons above who provided testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Brian Nadeau presented this case and its history. He stated that
this case was previously presented to the Board back in the February 2020 meeting and Mr. Estes
was granted more time and his permit has been extended all the way through the next meeting in
July 2020 due to the COVID pandemic and the meetings being cancelled. He stated that as of
today the premises continues to be in violation. He stated that:

STAFF REQUESTS THE BOARD:
1) Find that all cited violations were allowed to exist past the date for correction and
2) Find that Proper Notice has been afforded to the Property Owner and,
3) Find that all Procedural requirements have been met.

AND STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:
1)  Authorize the Code Compliance Division to start the demolition process.

Mr. Estes was present and addressed the Board. He provided documents to the Board
members. He stated that due to the Corona Virus he has experienced some delays, but that he has
been working. Mr. Marino stated that he drives by the building about twice a week and that he
has not seen work going on and he asked Mr. Estes what is his intention with the building at this
point? Mr. Estes responded that he intends to finish the back wall and get it closed in to bring the
property into compliance. He stated that he has had some issues with his contractor billing him.
Mr. Marino asked if Mr. Estes ever looked into what it would cost him to repair the building or
demolish it. Mr. Estes responded that it would be about $400,000 to repair the building and the



demolition would be about $150,000. He stated that if he demolishes the building then he has no
building and he would have to go out and rent a building. Mr. Marino asked if he is operating
Estes Electric out of the Building. Mr. Estes responded No. Ms. Vreeland asked staff how much
it would cost to demolish the building. Officer Nadeau stated he is not sure as we would have to
bid the project out. Mr. Cannon asked what the timeline for completion will be for full
compliance? Mr. Estes stated 6 months. Mr. Marino stated that he is concerned that Mr. Estes
had funds to hire an attorney but he did not have money to bring the property into compliance
and the condition of the building upsets him. Ms. Vreeland stated that she has been ill and that
she would hate to see the building be demolished. Mr. Estes stated that he has paid over $30,000
in labor but labor solutions sends him inexperienced workers. Officer Nadeau notified the Board
that the permit has expired and has only been extended due to the previous Code Board Order.
Mr. Estes needs to obtain or renew his permit to continue to work. Mr. Marino stated that if he
were Mr. Estes he would cut his loses and demolish the building. Mr. Austell asked Mr. Estes if
he could come into compliance in 4 months? Mr. Estes stated that he doubts it because of the
height of the walls and the roof design is not going to work. Mr. Cannon stated that this case has
made its appearance at other meetings including the Commission meeting. Mr. Cannon made a
motion to accept staff recommendations. Mr. Austell seconded the motion. Ms. Lozano re-stated
the motion on the floor to accept staff recommendations as stated above. Cannon, Austell,
Wilson, Marino voted in Favor. Vreeland voted No. Motion passed 5 yay to 1 nay.

7.5  Case #201700422
City of Lake Wales VS Cardiff Howell Revocable Land Trust
207 15 Street N aka Seminole Hotel
PID: 27-30-02-901000-001010
Violation(s) : Multiple Violations

Cardiff Howell, Owner/Representative was present and provided testimony.
Ray Brown, Representative was present and provided testimony.
Ms. Lozano administered the Oath to all persons above who provided testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Brian Nadeau presented this case and its history. He stated that
this case was previously brought before the Board and extra time was granted for Mr. Brown to
provide staff with ownership documentation. He stated that as of today premises appears to be
secured, unmaintained and there are no active permits applications or permits in our system. He
stated that:

STAFF REQUESTS THE BOARD:

1) Find that all cited violations were allowed to exist past the date for correction and
2) Find that Proper Notice has been afforded to the Property Owner and,

3) Find that all Procedural requirements have been met.

AND STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:

1) Authorize the Code Compliance Division to start the Foreclosure process.

Mr. Brown was present and addressed the Board. Mr. Brown apologized to the Board for
not following through on what he promised he would do. He stated that there are no excuses. Mr.
Howell addressed the board and made mention of asbestos and that code enforcement is not in
compliance by creating an expense and then assigning it to him. Ms. Vreeland made a motion to
accept staff recommendations. Mr. Marino seconded the motion. Mr. Wilson asked why are we
moving for foreclosure instead of demolition. Officer Nadeau explained that the bids for



demolition came back at $700,000 due to the asbestos that needs to be abated as the asbestos
abatement is $600,000 and the demolition will be $100,000. Officer Nadeau stated that we are
moving to foreclose on the lien so that the City can do something with the building. Ms.
Vreeland stated that the city can turn that building into something nice like small apartments. Mr.
Brown asked for more time. Ms. Lozano re-stated the motion on the floor to accept staff
recommendations as stated above. All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously.

8)  CASES(s) OLD BUSINESS

8.1  Case # 200600001
City of Lake Wales VS Virginia & Jack Miller Boone Revocable Trust
0 Third St S
PID: 27-30-02-909570-000161
Violation(s) : N/A Amnesty Program

Virginia Boone, Owner/Representative was present and provided testimony.
Ms. Lozano administered the Oath to all persons above who provided testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Jose Lozada presented this case and its history. He stated that
this is an Amnesty Administrative Lien Reduction Case. He stated that the premises have
qualified and met all of the program guidelines. He stated that:

STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:

Standard Formula for reduction on this case. $250 times 14 years = $3,500

Recommend that the Board approve reduction of the administrative fine from $1,222,250

to $0 (zero dollars)

Or Board’s discretion

Ms. Boone was present. Mr. Cannon made a motion to accept staff recommendations.
Ms. Vreeland seconded the motion. Ms. Lozano re-stated the motion on the floor to accept staff
recommendations as stated above. All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously.

8.2  Case # 200700005
City of Lake Wales VS Lee Ramsey
128 C Street
PID: 27-29-35-879000-002160
Violation(s) : N/A Amnesty Program

Property Owner/Representative was not present but submitted written request that the
Code Compliance Division to speak on his behalf.

Code Compliance Officer Jose Lozada presented this case and its history. He stated that
this is an Amnesty Administrative Lien Reduction Case. He stated that the premises have
qualified and met all of the program guidelines. He stated that the current property owner asked
that staff speak on his behalf and that the lien was placed in the name of a previous owner. He
stated that since Mr. Ramsey has owned the property he has maintained the property in
compliance. He stated that:

STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:



Standard Formula for reduction on this case. $250 times 13 years = $3,250

Recommend that the Board approve reduction of the administrative fine from $1,222,250
to $0 (zero dollars)

Or Board’s discretion

Ms. Vreeland made a motion to accept staff recommendations. Mr. Wilson seconded the

motion. All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously. Ms. Lozano re-stated the motion on
the floor to accept staff recommendations and corrected the amount being reduced for the record
as $1,210,000 as she made a typo of the Code Officer Presentation form.

83

Case #201700113

City of Lake Wales VS Don Brown and Bernice M. Brown
226 Dr. J A Wiltshire Ave E

PID: 28-30-01-883000-003180

Violation(s) : N/A Amnesty Program

Bernice M. Brown, Owner/Representative was present and provided testimony.
Ms. Lozano administered the Oath to all persons above who provided testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Jose Lozada presented this case and its history. He stated that

this is an Amnesty Administrative Lien Reduction Case. He stated that the premises have
qualified and met all of the program guidelines. He stated that:

STAFF RECOMMENDS THE BOARD:

Standard Formula for reduction on this case. $250 times 1 years = $250

Recommend that the Board approve reduction of the administrative fine from $50,000.00
to $0 (zero dollars)

Or Board’s discretion

Ms. Brown was present and stated she was ok with the recommendation of staff.

Mr. Cannon made a motion to accept staff recommendations. Mr. Wilson seconded the

motion. Ms. Lozano re-stated the motion on the floor to accept staff recommendations as stated
above. All voted in favor. The motion passed unanimously.

8.4

Case # 201700396

City of Lake Wales VS Graciela Andrade Gamez
419 Tillman Ave E

PID: 27-30-01-883000-035150

Violation(s) : Multiple Violations

Graciela Andrade Gamez, Owner/Representative was present and provided testimony.
Ms. Lozano administered the Oath to all persons above who provided testimony.

Code Compliance Officer Jose Lozada presented this case and its history. He stated that

this case already has a demolition order from 2012 and administrative fines have been assessed.
A new case was opened in 2017 and the demolition process was started. The current property
owner has been notified of the process. He stated that from a zoning perspective the property is a
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